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Application No. 10/652,626 
Antendment dated December 23, 2005 
Reply to Office action of September 28, 200S 


Amendments to tfte Drawings 


Formal drawings are attached as replacement sheets. |rhese sheets, which include Figs, 1 ■ 
7, replace the original sheets including Figs. 1-7. 


Page 11 of n 


Attachment: Replacement Sheets 


PA(£ 12/21' RCVD AT 12123/2005 1:59:53 PM [Eastern Standard r^^^ 


BEST AVAILABLE COPY 


Sent By: IP Strategies, P.C.; 


703 248 9244; 


Dec-23-05 2:44PM; 


Page 13 


Application No, 10/652,626 
Amendment dated December 23, 2005 
Reply to Office action of September 28, 2005 


Page 12 of 13 


Claims 1-8, 10-31, and 39^7 were 


Remarks 

Claims 1 -47 were pending in the application.; 
rejected. Claims 9 and 32-38 were objected to. Claiirns 1, 5-7, 18, and 27 are canceled 
without prejudice to or disclaimo- of the subject matter recited therein. Claims 2-4, 8-17, 
19, 28-30, 32, 39, and 45 arc amended. Claims 2-4, 8-17, 19*^26, and 28-47 are now 
pending in the a]^lication. Claims 9 and 32 are the Independent claims. Reconsidemtion 
of the amended £^pUcation is respectfully requested,! 

The examiner objected to the drawings as failing to show detail of the flanges of 
the base as described in the specification. Formal ditwings are submitted herewith ttaal 
more clearly show the detail noted by the examiner. .The objection, therefore, should be 
withdrawn* 

The examiner rejected claims 1-5, 10-12, 16, jl 8-24, 27-31, 39, 45, and 46 as 
being anticipated by Dubbinketal. The examiner alio rejected clahns 1. 3-8, 10-12, 16- 
3 1, and 39-42 as being anticipated by Kowalczyk. T^ie examiner also rejected claims 2, 
1 3* 14, 1 5, 43, 44, 45, and 47 as being unpatentable civet various combinations of 
referaices. The examiner also objected to claim 9 aiid 32-38 as depending from a 
rejected base claim, but acknowledged that these clamis would be allowable if rewritten 
in independent fbim, including all of the features of ike base claim and any intervening 
claims. 

Claim 9 is amended to explicitly include all of the features of base claim 1 and 
intervening claims 5-7, which are canceled. Claims 2-4, 8, and 1 0-1 7 are amended to 
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depend firom independent claim 9. The rejection of Claims 2t4 and 8-17, therefoi-e. 


should be withdravvn. 

Claim 32 is amended to explicitly recite all of the features of base claim 18 and 
intervening claim 27. Claims 33-38 depend from cl^m 32. Claim 1 9 is amended to 
depend from independent claiin 32, Claims 20-26 depend fiom claim 19. Claims 28-30 
are amended to depend £com independent claim 32. ^aim 31 depends fiom claim 30, 
Claim 39 is amended to depend from independent cl^im 32. Claims 40-44 depend from 
claim 39. Claim 45 is amended to depend from indeijyendent claim 32. Claims 46 and 47 
depend from clfum 45. The rejecliun of claims 19-24 28-47, therefore, should be 
withdrawn. 

Based on the foregoing, it is submitted that alf objections and rejections have been 
overcome. It is therefore requested that the Amendn^t be entered, the claims allowed, 
and the case passed to issue. 


ftespectfuUy submitted. 


December 23> 2005 
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Thomas M. Champagne 
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